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GLOBAL JUSTICE 
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Mondays and Wednesdays, 2:15-3:30pm 

Mechanical Engineering Building (bldg.. 530), Room 127 
 
 
INSTRUCTORS
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Patrick Taylor Smith 
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COURSE OVERVIEW 
This course provides an introduction to ethical problems in contemporary international politics, 
with a special focus on the problem of global distributive justice.  What duties do citizens in 
wealthy countries have to assist the global poor?  What are human rights, and do they set 
meaningful limits to a state’s liberty to govern its own affairs?  Can changes in existing 
immigration restrictions or trade practices improve global justice?  How should we distribute the 
burdens of environmental protection?  What would it mean for existing international institutions 
to be made more democratic?  We will approach these questions from a variety of disciplinary 
perspectives, drawing not only on the leading theoretical scholarship on the subject, but also on 
select historical cases and recent empirical contributions from economics and political science. 
 
By the end of the course, students should have substantive knowledge of concepts and debates 
relating to global justice and of their development in key contemporary texts.  They should also 
have learned how to apply some of the methods and techniques of analysis that are important in 
analytic political theory, such as rigor, precision, textual interpretation, critical thinking, and 
clarity of expression and communication. 
 
 
COURSE REQUIREMENTS 
 
1. Reading 

The texts for this course are difficult ones, and they have to be read carefully and, most 
important, actively if they are to be understood. Reading in this active way is a time-
consuming process.  You should budget enough time to do all assigned reading carefully 
before class.  Doing the reading is the first and most important requirement if you are to 
succeed in this course.  We suggest that you complete each week’s readings in the order 
in which they appear on the syllabus. 



 2 

 
All readings will be available on CourseWork. 

 
2. Participation and Attendance in Section (10%) 

Attendance at all sections is mandatory.  Excused absences may be arranged in cases of 
illness, religious holidays, family problems, or other emergency, by prior arrangement 
with your TA. 

 
3. First Essay, 1300-1600 words, due Friday, April 17 (15%) 
 Topic to be announced on Wednesday, April 8. 
 
4. In-Class Quiz (15%) 
 There will be a 30-minute in-class quiz on Wednesday, April 29, covering material from  

Lectures 4-9. 
 
5. Second Essay, 2500-2800 words, due Friday, May 29 (30%) 
 Topics to be announced on Wednesday, May 6. 
 
6. Final Exam (30%) 

There will be a final exam on Monday, June 8, from 12:15-3:15pm.  The final will 
include several short-answer questions (calling for a response of a paragraph or two) 
about the texts we have read.  It will also include one or more longer essays asking you to 
critically reflect on the texts and their connection to themes we have discussed in lecture. 

 
Graduate Student Term Paper Option: Graduate students have the option of writing a term 
paper of 20-25 pages, due Friday, June 5, in lieu of the first and second essays and the final 
exam.  We strongly encourage graduate students without much background in philosophy or 
political theory to take the undergrad option.  Those who wish to pursue the term paper option 
must meet with one of the instructors by Friday, April 24 to discuss this choice. 
 
 
ADDITIONAL POLICIES 
 
Late Papers: Late papers will be subject to a penalty of 1/3 letter grade per two-day period 
(weekend days included).  Requests for a waiver of the late penalties will be considered if they 
are made in a timely fashion and supported by a valid, documented reason (typically of a medical 
nature). 
 
Plagiarism: The University treats plagiarism as a very serious offense.  In order to avoid any 
question of plagiarism, please be sure to reference any materials that you quote or paraphrase or 
otherwise incorporate.  The particular format you use for references is unimportant, provided that 
it is clear and consistent throughout. 
 
The Honor Code: Violating the honor code is a serious offense even if the violation was not 
intentional.  Although you are encouraged to approach the instructors or your TA with any 
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questions concerning academic integrity, you are ultimately responsible for understanding the 
University honor code: http://studentaffairs.stanford.edu/judicialaffairs/policy/honor-code. 
 
Disability: Students who may need an academic accommodation based on the impact of a 
disability must initiate the request with the Student Disability Resource Center (SDRC) located 
within the Office of Accessible Education (OAE). SDRC staff will evaluate the request with 
required documentation, recommend reasonable accommodations, and prepare an 
Accommodation Letter for faculty dated in the current quarter in which the request is being 
made. Students should contact the SDRC as soon as possible since timely notice is needed to 
coordinate accommodations. The OAE is located at 563 Salvatierra Walk (phone: 650-723-
1066). 
 
Get Off the Grid!  Cell phone use is not permitted during class, and laptops and tablets are to be 
used to consult readings and for note-taking purposes only.  We reserve the right to ban 
electronic devices altogether in the face of persistent abuse. 
 
Come See Us!  Come and visit us during our office hours, or email us for an appointment, if you 
have a question about the course or would just like to chat.  We would be happy to see you! 
 
 
 

SCHEDULE OF READINGS AND LECTURES 
 
1. March 30: Preliminaries: realism and relativism in international relations  
 No required reading. 
 
 Recommended Readings: 
 Debra Satz, “International Economic Justice,” in The Oxford Handbook of Practical  

Ethics. 
 Samuel Scheffler, “The Idea of Global Justice: A Progress Report,” Harvard Review of  

Philosophy (forthcoming) 
 Allen Buchanan, “Beyond National Interest,” Philosophical Topics 30, no. 2 (2002): 97- 

131. 
 James Rachels, Elements of Moral Philosophy, pp. 16-31. 
 
 
2. April 1: How much should we give to the global poor? 
 Required Readings: 
 Peter Singer, The Life You Can Save, pp. 3-19. 

Leif Wenar, “Poverty is No Pond,” in Giving Well, pp. 104-32. 
The Economist, “Pennies from Heaven,” October 26, 2013. 
 

 Recommended Readings: 
Peter Unger, Living High and Letting Die, ch. 2. 
Richard Miller, “Beneficence, Duty, and Distance,” Philosophy and Public Affairs 32,  

no. 4 (2004): 357-383. 
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Dambisa Moyo, “Why Foreign Aid Is Hurting Africa,” The Wall Street Journal, March  
21, 2009. 

 Paul Collier, The Bottom Billion, ch. 7. 
  
 Study Questions: 

- Does physical distance make a difference to the content of our moral duties? 
- Is it wrong to enjoy luxuries in a world in which people are starving? 
- Does foreign aid work? 

 
 
3. April 6: Do we harm the global poor?  
 Required Readings: 
 Thomas Pogge, World Poverty and Human Rights, pp. 1-26. 

Mathias Risse, “Do We Owe the Global Poor Assistance or Rectification?” Ethics and  
International Affairs 19, no. 1 (2005): 9-18. 

Alan Patten, “Should We Stop Thinking about Poverty in Terms of Helping the Poor?”  
Ethics and International Affairs 19, no. 1 (2005): 19-27. 

 
 Recommended Readings: 

Joshua Cohen, “Philosophy, Social Science, Global Poverty,” in Jaggar, ed., Thomas  
Pogge and His Critics, pp. 18-45. 

 Debra Satz, “What Do We Owe the Global Poor?” Ethics and International Affairs 19,  
no. 1 (2005): 47-54. 

 
 Study Questions: 

- Does the global economic system harm the poor? 
- Against what baseline of comparison should we determine if harm has occurred? 
- Can we have duties to help the global poor even in the absence of harm? 

 
 
4. April 8: What is distributive justice and how should we think about it? 
 Required Readings: 
 John Rawls, Justice as Fairness: A Restatement, pp. 1-24, 50-61. 
 
 Recommended Readings: 
 Thomas Nagel, “Rawls and Liberalism,” in The Cambridge Companion to Rawls. 

 
 Study Questions: 

- Why do we need principles of distributive justice?  What problem are they designed 
to address? 

- What institutions comprise the basic structure of society, and why does Rawls suggest 
we treat this structure as the “primary subject” of justice? 

 
 
5. April 13: What are fair principles of distributive justice?  
 Required Readings: 
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 John Rawls, Justice as Fairness: A Restatement, pp. 42-50, 61-79. 
 
 Recommended Readings: 
 Thomas Scanlon, “The Diversity of Objections to Inequality,” in The Difficulty of  

Tolerance, pp. 202-218. 
 Joshua Cohen, “Democratic Equality,” Ethics 99, no. 4 (1989): 727-751. 

 
 Study Questions: 

- What are Rawls’s two principles of justice?  What does it mean for the first to have 
“priority” over the second? 

- What is the difference principle?  Why might parties in Rawls’s original position 
choose this principle over more familiar principles of distributive justice?  

 
 
6. April 15: Does justice as fairness apply to the entire globe?  
 Required Readings: 
 Charles Beitz, Political Theory and International Relations, pp. 127-161. 
 
 Recommended Readings: 

Miriam Ronzoni, “The Global Order: A Case of Background Injustice? A Practice- 
Dependent Account,” Philosophy and Public Affairs 37, no. 3 (2009): 229-256. 

Thomas Pogge, Realizing Rawls, pp. 240-259. 
 Brian Barry, “Humanity and Justice in Global Perspective,” in Democracy, Power, and  

Justice, pp. 434-462. 
Charles Beitz, Political Theory and International Relations, pp. 198-214. 
 

 Study Questions: 
- How should facts about international economic interaction affect the scope of 

principles of distributive justice?  Are there morally important differences between 
international economic interaction and social cooperation within a particular society? 

- Is there a global “basic structure”?  If not, do we have a duty to create one? 
 
 
7. April 20: What is a just system of international relations?  
 Required Readings: 
 John Rawls, The Law of Peoples, pp. 3-45, 54-58. 
 
 Recommended Readings: 
 Leif Wenar, “Why Rawls Is Not a Cosmopolitan Egalitarian,” in Rawls’s Law of  

Peoples: A Realistic Utopia?, pp. 95-113. 
 
 Study Questions: 

- Should we think of global justice as a matter of regulating relations among nations or, 
as Rawls calls them, “peoples”? 

- Why would parties in Rawls’s second original position choose the principles that 
comprise the Law of Peoples, but not a more demanding global distributive principle? 
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8. April 22: What do well-ordered societies owe to those burdened by unfavorable 
conditions?  
 Required Readings: 
 John Rawls, The Law of Peoples, pp. 105-120. 
 Charles Beitz, “Rawls’s Law of Peoples,” Ethics 110, no. 4 (2000): 669-696 (skip pp.  

683-688 on human rights).  
 
 Recommended Readings: 
 Samuel Freeman, “Distributive Justice and the Law of Peoples,” in Rawls’s Law of  

Peoples: A Realistic Utopia?,pp. 243-260. 
 Charles Beitz, Political Theory and International Relations, pp. 136-143. 
 Samuel Freeman, “The Law of Peoples, Social Cooperation, Human Rights, and  

Distributive Justice,” in Justice and the Social Contract, pp. 280-285 only (on the 
resource redistribution principle) 

 
 Study Questions: 

- What do developed societies owe to those burdened by unfavorable conditions? 
- Why does Rawls favor a duty of assistance over Beitz’s global distribution principle?  

What is the difference between the two? 
- Should states enjoy exclusive control over the natural resources that lie within their 

borders?  Does the unequal distribution of natural resources call out for a global 
“resource redistribution principle”? 
 
 

9. April 27: Is the state special because it uses coercion?  
 Required Readings: 
 Michael Blake, “Distributive Justice, State Coercion, and Autonomy,” Philosophy and  

Public Affairs 30, no. 3 (2001): 257-296 
 
 Recommended Readings: 

Arash Abizadeh, “Cooperation, Pervasive Impact, and Coercion: On the Scope (Not Site)  
of Distributive Justice,” Philosophy and Public Affairs 35, no. 4 (2007): 318-358, 
pp. 345-357 only. 

Thomas Nagel, “The Problem of Global Justice,” Philosophy and Public Affairs 33, no. 2  
(2005): 113-147. 

 Joshua Cohen and Charles Sabel, “Extra Rempublicam Nulla Justitia?” Philosophy and  
Public Affairs 34, no. 2 (2006): 147-175. 

 Andrea Sangiovanni, “Global Justice, Reciprocity, and the State,” Philosophy and Public  
Affairs 35, no. 1 (2007): 3-39. 

 Chris Armstrong, “Coercion, Reciprocity, and Equality beyond the State,” Journal of  
Social Philosophy 40, no. 3 (2009): 297-316. 

 
 Study Questions: 
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- Does the presence of a coercive legal system generate more demanding requirements 
of distributive justice?  What is Blake’s argument for this conclusion? 

- Is there a morally important difference between the way a state coerces its subjects 
and, for example, the way it uses coercion to enforce its national boundaries?  Does 
coercion as such give rise to a demand for egalitarian distributive justice? 

 
 
10. April 29: In-Class Quiz 
 No required reading. 
 
 
11. May 4: Does the existing international order perpetuate injustice? 
 Required Readings: 
 Alison M. Jaggar, “Transnational Cycles of Gendered Vulnerability: A Prologue to a  

Theory of Global Gender Justice,” Philosophical Topics 37, no. 2 (2009): 33-52. 
 Martha Nussbaum, “Capabilities and Human Rights,” Fordham Law Review 66, no. 2  

(1997): 273-300. 
 
 Recommended Readings: 
 Thomas Pogge, “‘Assisting’ the Global Poor,” in The Ethics of Assistance, pp. 260-288. 
 
 Study Questions: 

- What makes a given disparity unjust, on Jaggar’s view?  Who is responsible for 
remedying international injustices, and which injustices most urgently require 
remediation? 

- Is the vocabulary of human rights useful for talking about international injustices?  
How should we think of human rights and the obligations they entail? 

- Are there universal capabilities or interests that ought to be protected by global 
norms, policies, and institutions? 

  
 
12. May 6: What does it mean for a community to be ‘self-determining’? 
 Required Readings: 
 Michael Walzer, “The Rights of Political Communities,” in International Ethics, pp. 165- 

194. 
 
 Recommended Readings: 

Charles Beitz, “The Moral Standing of States Revisited,” Ethics and International Affairs  
23, no. 4 (2009): 325-347. 

 
 Study Questions: 

- In Walzer’s view, what is the fundamental moral justification for the system of state 
sovereignty?  What does sovereignty entail, according to the “legalist paradigm”? 

- What is self-determination (or “communal autonomy”) and why is it valuable? 
- What are the “rules of disregard” that specify the conditions under which sovereignty 

should be suspended or nullified?  What is Walzer’s justification for these rules? 
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- Do the limits on sovereignty that Walzer proposes go too far, or do they perhaps not 
go far enough? 

 
 
13. May 11: Can humanitarian intervention ever be justified?  
 Required Readings: 

David Luban, “Just War and Human Rights,” Philosophy and Public Affairs 9, no. 2  
(1980): 160-181. 

International Commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty, The Responsibility to  
Protect, pp. 1-18. 

 
 Recommended Readings: 

Michael Walzer, “The Moral Standing of States: A Response to Four Critics,” Philosophy  
and Public Affairs 9, no. 3 (1980): 209-229. 

 David Luban, “The Romance of the Nation-State,” Philosophy and Public Affairs 9, no. 4  
(1980): 392-397. 

Allen Buchanan, “The Internal Legitimacy of Humanitarian Interventions,” The Journal 
of Political Philosophy 7, no. 1 (1999): 71-87. 

 
 Study Questions: 

- When is coercive intervention justified?  Is it ever morally required? 
- Should states act unilaterally, if necessary, to stop egregious human rights violations?  
- What are the appropriate ways to institutionalize Responsibility to Protect? 

 
 
14. May 13: Must we open our borders?  
 Required Readings: 
 Joseph Carens, “Aliens and Citizens: The Case for Open Borders,” The Review of Politics  

49, no. 2 (1987): 251-273. 
 Christopher Heath Wellman, “Immigration and Freedom of Association,” Ethics 119, no.  

1 (2008): 109-141. 
 
 Recommended Readings: 

Michael Walzer, Spheres of Justice, pp. 31-63. 
Michael Blake, “Immigration, Association, and Antidiscrimination,” Ethics 122, no. 4  

(2012): 748-762. 
David Miller, National Responsibility and Global Justice, pp. 201-230. 
Arash Abizadeh, “Democratic Theory and Border Coercion: No Right to Unilaterally  

Control Your Own Borders,” Political Theory 36, no. 1 (2008): 37-65. 
 

 Study Questions: 
- Most people would agree that individuals ought to enjoy robust rights of free 

movement within their own societies.  Should we think of these rights as extending to 
movement across international borders?  On what basis can restrictions on 
transnational movement be justified? 
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- Similarly, most people would agree that individuals have robust rights to form 
voluntary associations with others and, in many cases at least, to regulate the terms of 
group membership as they see fit.  Can the value of freedom of association provide a 
compelling basis for states’ rights to exclude non-members at the border? 

 
 
15. May 18: Who is a refugee and why is that important? 
 Required Readings: 

Andrew E. Shacknove, “Who Is a Refugee?” Ethics 95, no. 2 (1985): 274-284. 
Matthew Lister, “Who are Refugees?” Law and Philosophy 32, no. 5 (2013): 645-671. 
 

 Recommended Readings: 
 Gillian Brock, Global Justice, pp. 194-210. 
 Kieran Oberman, “Can Brain Drain Justify Immigration Restrictions?” Ethics 123, no. 3  

(2013): 427-457. 
 “Ending Global Apartheid” (Reason interview with Lant Pritchett) 
 

 Study Questions: 
- Should we understand the concept of ‘refugee’ broadly or narrowly?  Does any 

individual subject to oppression count as a refugee (and does it matter if that 
oppression is political or economic)?  Or, do oppressed persons need to take active 
steps to flee their oppressors? 

- Do nations need to consider the effects their immigration policies will have on other 
nations when forming their own?  

 
 
16. May 20: What principles should guide the distribution of responsibility for responding 
to climate change?  
 Required Readings: 
 IPCC, “Headline Statements from the Summary for Policymakers,” Climate Change  

2013: The Physical Science Basis. 
 Henry Shue, “Global Environment and International Inequality,” in Climate Ethics, pp.  

101-111. 
 Henry Shue, “Subsistence Emissions and Luxury Emissions,” in Climate Ethics, pp. 200- 

214. 
 
 Recommended Readings: 

Simon Caney, “Climate Change, Human Rights, and Moral Thresholds,” in Climate  
Ethics, pp. 163-177. 

Eric A. Posner and Cass R. Sunstein, “Climate Change Justice,” Georgetown Law Review  
96 (2008): 1565-1612, esp. pp. 1583-1602. 

 
 Study Questions: 

- How should we distribute emissions rights?  Does it matter that some countries have, 
historically, emitted much more greenhouse gas compared to others?  
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17. May 25: Memorial Day 
 No class. 
 
 
18. May 27: What policies should we adopt to meet the challenges posed by climate change?  
 Required Readings: 

Peter Singer, “One Atmosphere,” in Climate Ethics, pp. 181-199. 
Dale Jamieson, “Adaptation, Mitigation, and Justice,” in Climate Ethics, pp. 263-283.  

 
 Recommended Readings: 

Walter Sinnott-Armstrong, “It’s Not My Fault: Global Warming and Individual Moral  
Obligations,” in Climate Ethics, pp. 332-346. 

  
Study Questions: 
- How should we evaluate the various policy responses to climate changes?   Why 

might we have particularly strong reasons to adapt and mitigate? 
- Should we engage in geo-engineering research?  What the reasons to prefer geo-

engineering to other policies and vice versa?  
 
 
19. June 1: How can we implement new norms and policies on a global scale?  
 Required Readings: 
 Charles Beitz, The Idea of Human Rights, pp. 31-44. 
 Ngaire Woods, “Holding Intergovernmental Institutions to Account,” Ethics &  

International Affairs 17, no. 1 (2003): 69-80. 
 
 Recommended Readings: 
 John Mearshimer, “The False Promise of International Institutions,” International  

Security 19, no. 3 (1994-95): 5-49. 
 Robert Keohane, “Accountability in World Politics,” Scandinavian Political Studies 29,  

no. 2 (2006): 75-87. 
 Joshua Cohen and Charles Sabel, “Global Democracy?” NYU Journal of Law and  

Politics 37(4): 763-797. 
  

Study Questions: 
- What are the available mechanisms for implementing norms and policies that 

promote justice and good governance at the global level? 
- How can we install more robust accountability mechanisms in our current global 

governance regimes?  Why should we want to?  
- Is a global democracy morally desirable?  Given the pluralism that currently 

characterizes world politics, is global democracy possible?   
 
 
20. June 4: In-class review 
 No required reading. 


